- / 


EY * oc K. — , * 
2 a * Pl 9 Lud 
*<-. 8 
N 2 
a 
* 


.. 


#- 
: 


9 
HY F? 
my 5 | 1 
wh S FF. 
: 1 * 8 * 
I 
: * 


& 2 

7 ” * 1 F 
. x. Pt 
. 


N W = 
8. * * * - 8 
=. ++ *CCFAEMNNgS Q 
2 2 DE: %. * A J 
3 2 1 8 ” 


* „ 
. * a * NP 
W. 16 | 
— FF 
= A — 
„ * 
Ab N J 
" . . 
5 
e 


A 
* 
2 
2 7 
8. = 1 
. - 
P>£ 


bouring Clergy have received. At which I was 
the leſs ſurpris d, as finding the ſame Miſrepreſentations 
in other Parts, from a Letter (much of the ſame ſtrain 


ER able to 9 


make a 
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tent to acquieſce. What therefore ap 
theſe Enquiries, to be the real Truth, I here ſe 
in compliance, as well with your Requeſt to have my 
Opinion, as my own Inclination to reſcue you and your 
Neighbours from the Miſtakes into which you have been 
led by falſe repreſentations. Theſe two Things you may 
depend upon, That I have us d my utmoſt Endeavours to 
diſcover the Truth, and that] faithfully repreſent hat 
I have diſcover'd : and if after this I ſeem to favour ou 
ſide, it is becauſe (in my apprehenſion) the Records and 
Regiſters do ſo too. S 


your; 
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* Biſhop as Preſident, thin-in his Authority of Calling 
and Diſſolving a Convocation hy his own Power (which 
now he cannot do without the King's Writ,) He 
continued to AQ in all their Proceedings as Preſident 
of the whole Body, in the ſame manner, and with 
the lame extent of Power and Authority, as before 

AI - the making of that Act. 

y this, you ſee how little they are to be depended 

| , who would perſuade you to be fo much influen- 
ced in the Points under Debate, by a Parity in Con- 

ſtitution between a Parliament and a Convdcatzon ;, that 
is, between the Lower Houſe of Convocation, with 
reſpect to the Biſhops; and the Houſe of Commons, 
with regard to the Lords: Two Conſtitutions, as 
different in their Nature, and in their manner of 
Summoning, Meeting, Sitting, and Acting, as can well 

be conceiv'd. . A 

Gr PARLIAMENT is Summon'd immediately 

| J V A 2 he King's Writ, under the Great Seal, by the Lord 

| e, H 


a” 


2 


ell. 


KE — — 


Chancellour, or Keeper; who is no farther con- 
cern'd therein, than as the Instrument by which his 
Majeſty, in his own Name, iſſues his Royal Writ. 
The Returns are made, not to the Lord Chancellour, 
hut the King; before whom the Commons appear the 
firſt Day, and are directed to choſe a Speaker to be by 
his Majeſty Confirm'd. In all which Preliminaries, 
the Houſe of Lords have no ſhare; nor, after the 
 £wo Houſes proceed to Buſineſs, do we find that one 

- ailumes to it (elf any ſuch Power over the other, 

* » a the Preſident has ia Convocation. _ 
A — — is call'd by the Archbi- 
mpower'd indeed by the King's Writ, but 


0p, 


E Pm 
4 date, directed to the Dean of his Province the Lord 
Biſhop of London, in his own Name, and under his 
own Archiepiſcopal Seal. To him the Returns are 
made, and before him they appear the firſt Day: He 
directs the Lower Houſe to choſe a Prolocutor, and 
aſſigns the Day when they ſhall preſent him for 
Confirmation, 
upon Buſineſs, the Archbiſhop with his Suffragan 
has Power to ſend for the Lower Houſe, in a Body; 
or by the Prolocutor, as he ſees Occaſion ;, to direct 
them to go upon particular Buſineſs; to preſcribe the 
time within which they ſhall return their Reſolutions ; 
to order the choice of Committees and the Number 
of which they hall conſiſt; to determine the Right 
of Elections; to Cenſure their Members for Abſence ; 
| with other inſtances of Juriſdiftion that he has an 
6. „ undoubted Right to Exerciſe over the Lower Houſe, 
| e &. Nathiag is more eyident, from the Practice of for- 
177 ner Convocations, than the Nrerchtſhop's Power, in 
„ - * . tha(2 Particulars, over the Lower Clergy, as he is 
Went of the whole Convocation; and therefore 
Hoching more _ unreaſonable, than to meaſure the 
zivileges of the Lower Houſe of Convocation(ſo much 
Piect to the Upper} by the Independency of the 
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__ Summoning the reſpective Members by his own Man- 


When the two Houſes are enter'd x 
8 brot of which Aſſertion it is truly urg'd, That # 


£ uu uſy of Commons, over whom the Lords exerciſe 
G  Authoxity- ig the ſourſe of their Proceedings, alon; 
| 0 A E ſtinctiy expreſs the Continuations there, 


3 


* 


THE Point PF Privilege fifit diſputed between the 


two Houſes, was the Right of PROROGUING, 
or CONTINUING, for ſo Adjournments fro | 
Day toDay are ſtiled in the Language of Convocation : * 
as every ſingle Meeting is reckon'd a diftin&t Mon. 
The Lower Houſe ſay, That they have a Right to Pro 
rogue themſelves, independent of the Upper Houſez 7 
That if the Archbiſhop, on Friday tor inftance, Pro- 
rogues Sacram Synodum give Convocationem Provinciglt 
Pralatorum © Cleri Cantuarienſis Provincia, to the Fri- 
day following, and this be Either denalir before tic 
Lower Clergy preſent in theUpper Houſe, or ſignify'd 
to them by a Schedule ſign'd by the Archbiſhop, and 
ſent down to be Inti naled; the Lower Houſe, notwith- 
ſtanding, may Continue themlelves to any Day in the 
Interval of the Archbiſhop's Prorogation ; may then 
Meet, Sit, and Ad, in all reſpects as a Houſe; and 
cn the Thurſday, may- (it they pleaſe) Prorogue their 
Houſe to Saturday or Monday, and not attend on 
Friday, according tq his Grace's Prorogation. The 
firſt of theſe, the Meeting and Acting as a Houſe in 
the Intervals of the Archbiſhop's Prorogation, has 
been frequently done by the LowerClergy of this Con- 
vocation ;, and though the ſecond, the Continuing to 
a Day beyond the Archbiſhop's Prorogation, has not 
yet been praais'd, they pretend a Precedent to war- 
rant it, whenever they pleaſe tp exerciſg that Inftance / 
of their Independency. 13 Ft 24 - ＋ | 
On the other hand, the *Archflhop and Biſhoj 
affirm, That the Lower Clergy have no Right to Con- 
tinue themſelves ; but being always included in the 
General Prorogation of the Sacra Synodus five Convo- 
catio Provincialis Pralatorum © Cleri Cantuarienſis Pro- 
Linciæ (made and ſign'd by the Preſident in the Upper 
Idle, ana Intimaied to the Lower) are thereby render'd | 
incapable of Meeting and Acting Hnodicalh, or as a Houſe; 
during the Iatervals of ſuch Prorogation: and allo ſtrictly 
oblig'd to give their Attendance at the time to which 
the whole Convocation is in that manner Prorogu'd. 
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ie Tonvocation-Acts (remaining in the Archbiſhop's 
Megiſters before the Reformation) are not pretended 
to afford the leaſt Colour or Footſteep of any ſuch 
Claim, in oppoſition to the Rights of the Preſident 
and Upper Houſe: That both before and fince the 
Reformation, the Prorogations in the Upper Houſe 
are always expreſs'd in ſuch Terms as evidently in- 
clude the whole Convocation, banc Convocationem, hujuſ- 
modi Convocationem, praſentem Sacram Synodum five Con- 
vocationem Prælatorum © Clert Provincia. Cantuarienſis & 
and the Schedule thereof is fign'd by the Archbiſhop, "l 
to teſtify to the Lower Houſe ſuch his Act of Proroga- 
tion : That this appears to have been the conſtant 
Style and PraQice , by all our Accounts of Proceed- 
ings in the Upper Houſe, more eſpecially the full and 
exact Regiſters of 1562, 1640, 1689: That the re- 
maining Journals of the Lower Houſe are a Teſtimony 
of the ſame thing ; all along, where ever they di- 


mentioning 
them 


them in ſuch a manner as evidently implies the Arch- 
biſhop's Authority; and this without the leaft Colour 
of a Right to ſeparate Continuations in the Prolocutor, 
or Lower Houle ;, except in a very few inſtances, that 
you will ſee plainly and clearly accounted for: That, 
to come nearer our own Times, ſome of the eldeſt 
Convocation-Men now living, affirm that they always 
reckoned themſelves included in the Prorogations made 


in the Upper Houſe, and don't remember that this 


Claim of a ſeparate Prorogation by the Lower Clergy 
was ever ſpoken of ſince the Reſtoration: That in the 
' Convocation of 1689, a Committee was particularly 
appointed to inſpe& the Regiſters, in order to adjuſt 
the Privileges of both Houſes; and then the Lower 
Clergy did not think the Quotations now produc'd, 
any ground for ſach a Claim as their Succeſſors in the 
preſent Convocation advance: That therefore the 
Archbiſhop being at leaft in Poſſeſſ5on of that Pow- 
er excluſive of the Lower Houſe, ought to have been 
ſubmitted to in the exerciſe of it, while the Contro- 
verſy was depending; and the Iaferiour Clergy (if 


not, before the Point was ſetled, or ſo much as Rea- 
ſons offer'd on their ſide, have preſum'd to determine it 
by their own Vote and Practice. 


Right of Prorogation independent of the Upper, it is 


imagine, that a Houſe having a Right to Sit, and 
Debate ſeparately from another, ſhould be liable to 


be integrupted and dz 
ſure. £14 bet 


Points of Power, Privilege, and Juriſdiction, are ever 
determin'd by Uſage and Precedent , and not by un- 
certain inferences from the Nature of things: That 
a Power in the Lower Clergy to meet as /t, and to 
debate as long as they ſhall think fit, would be incon- 
ſiſtent with the Preſidency of the Archbiſhop over 
/ the whole Synod, and might occaſion many Inconveni- 
[| encies to an Epiſcopal Church: that their Debates are 
not ſo ſeparate, but that the Archbiſhop, with his 
_ Suffragans, has a Right from time to time (as he ſees 
_ occaſion) to take cognizance of, and to interpoſe in 
them; nay (if he pleaſe) to require their Opinions 
in the Upper Houſe. That there is at preſent no par- 
ticular Reaſon why the Buſineſs of the Lower Houſe 
cannot be tranſacted and concluded with as much eaſe 
and convenience, as it always has been notwithſtand- 
ing ſuch Occaſional Interruptions upon Notice of Pro. 
rogations from the Upper Houſe : That this dctermi- 
nation of the time of Meet ing, and Acting, is a Power 
that Metropolitans (as ſuch) have conſtantly enjoy'd 
, ers AE fache Church. 
e ted; y the Lower Clergy 
nſider'd as a Meeting purely Eccleſſaſtical; but then 
A dhey-xeckon themſelyes to Sit in Convocation under a 


CFR Tapacity alſo, and as Tuch to be Immediately 
ubjett to a Power Superiour to the Archbiſhop, 


Fo. OO 3 
It by the Clergy in a Civil Capacity they mean 
thoſe few ſaid to be choſen in vertue of thePramunientes- 


they thought they had a Right) ſhould have comply 
all along, as they did at the beginning, /aſvo jure; and 


But in behalf of this Claim of the Lower Houſe to a 


argu'd from the Nature of the thing, That it is abſurd to 


e Renke: 2 50 2 * Joo 
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Clauſe (requiring the Bifhop of each Dioceſe to bring 


his Clergy with him to Parliament) I find no legal 5 


Returns of any ſuch Perſons: But ſuppoſing there were, 


they could not be made to the Archbiſhop at Pas, 


but only to the King at Weſtminſter. The Archbi- 
ſhop has no more ſhare in Summoning them, than any 
other Biſhop; they are not oblig'd to appear beforc 
him, nor does he pretend to take any Cognizance of 
them. As he undertakes not to preſide over Perſons 
Summon'd (as they are) immediately before the King 
at Weſtminſter ;, ſo I conceive they are at Liberty, for 
any Reſtraints from him, to meet in that Capacity 
(when they have found out the proper Place) as oft 25 
they pleaſe, and to Sit as long as they ſhall ſee Cauſe. 
In the mean time, it is the wonder of wany ſerious 


upon Eccleſiaſtical Affairs, ſhould be ſo uneaſy under 
the Ancient Synodical Rules; ſo deſirous to be diſ en- 
gaged from them, and from a Canonical Obedience to 
their Metropolitan, under the pretence of fitting 
and acting in a Secular Capacity. 


The Pramunientes, it is well known, was at the 


beginning complain'd of and oppos'd by the Cl 
as an Encroachment upon the Rights and Lib 
of the Church, and a diminution of the Metropolitan's 
Power. And now, for ſo many Ages, it has 

no effect in Convening the Clergy, to plead for the 
reviving of it, and that too under the Notion of 


defendin 
fr 


ſtical or Civil Capacity, is by the Laws, both of 


Church, and State, ſubje& to his Grace's Authority 


| 
: 
9 
N 
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Men, that any of the Clergy in their Proceedings 


the Rigbts and Liberties of the Church, is 


| il by that gther, at Plaa- indeed ſtrange Doctrine; to ſay no worſe of it. | 
fro owever an Engliſh Convocation (ſummon'd to ap- 
To which it is reply'd ont the other hand, T hit ar before the Archbiſhop, and Acting under him 


as their Preſident) whether conſidered in an Eccleſia. 


in the particular Point of Prorogations. In its Feele- 


fiaſtical Capacity (and it now does Buſineſs in no other) 
the Power of Proroguing belongs to him in the 


Common Right of a Metropolitan: And if now, after J, 
they have ceas'd to tranſatt Civil Affairs, they are © 


ſtil} to be conſidered in their Civil Capacity, the ſame 
Tower is veſted in him by the King's Writ of Pro- 
rogation. The Writ is directed to the Archbiſhop ; 


and having ſpecify'd the time to which he ſhall pro- 


rogue the whole Convocation, immediately adds, 


cum Prorogatione & continuatione locorum & dierum prout * 


convenit: By which Clauſe his Majeſty entruſts the 
Ordinary Power of Prorogation with the Archbiſhop, 
till he by a Royal One ſhall think fit to Interpoſe. 
It is farther ſaid, in Oppoſition to the Archbiſhop's 
Right of Proroguing the whole Convocation together, 
'That however the terms of his Grace's Prorogation, 
praſentem Convocationem and hanc Sacram Synodum, may 
ſeem at firſt ſighr 0 comprehend both Houſes, yet 
they may be fairly interpreted to extend only to the 
Upper; in the ſame manner that the Phraſe praſens 


Parliamentum in the Books of the Houle of Lords, i; 


in their 3 reſtrain'd to their 
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To this it is reply d, That in the Archbiſhop's Proro- 
gations both the zpper and Lower Houle are diſtinct- 
ly expreſs d, Con ocationem Provincialem Prælatorum & 
Cleri Cantuarienſis Provinciæ; and for that Reaſon the 
Paraller Will not Hold. But ſuppoſe it were only ſaid 
in general, preſentem Convocationem, or hanc Sacram S no- 
dum, the Effect of theſe Words (which has conſtantly 
been the Prorogation of the Lower as well as the Upper 
Houſe ) would ſufficiently determine their meaning. For 
in all Forms and Records, the meaning of Words and 


Phraſes, with the extent of their ſignification, is taken 


from the Uſage ſubſequent upon them, and the real ef- 


fects they produce. If, for inſtance, it were true in fact, 


That the Houſe of Commons upon formal Notice from 


the Lords had conſtantly adjourn'd from and to the fame 


time with the Lords, then the pruſens Parliamentum had 
evidently comprehended both Houſes : and ſince there 
has ever been ſuch a Concurrence of Prorogations in 
the Lower Houſe of Convocation with the Upper, no 
Doubt can remain about the extent and meaning of the 


Words praſens Convocatio and ſacra Synodus in ſuch Pro- 


rogations; eſpecially when in their moſt Natural Senſe, 
and upon all other Occaſions, they comprehend both 
Houſes, or the whole Body of the Convocation. 

But againſt the force of ſuch Expreſſions in the Regi- 
ſters of the Upper Houle as extend the Archbiſhop's Pro- 


Togation to the Lower, it is urg d, That the Journals 


of the Lower-Houſe afford evident Teſtimonies of ſepa- 
rate Continuations made by the Prolocutor and them- 
felves : That in the Year 1586. Seſ]. 3, 4,556. 9, 11. tis 
faid expreſly, that the Prolocutor (and in the roth. that 


Dr. Goodman, nomine Prolocutoris ) continuavit huſuſmodi 


Convocationem quoad hanc domum : That in 1640. the 
Minutes make mention of the Domini continuantes : 
That Anno 1677. Mar. 2 1. it is laid, Prolocutor continuds 
uit præſentem. Convocationem, and in 1678. Dominus Pro- 
lecutor continuavit bans Synodum. ö 

Which Fxpreſſions ( as apply d in the preſent caſe) are 
plainly liable to this general Exception, T hat they are 


* againſt the Common and Ordinary Stile of Continuations 


in the Lower Houſe, which is, Prelocutor intimavit hu- 


juſmodi Convocationem ſſe continuandam, or, continuatam; 


or, continuationem eſſe factam, &c. All referring to the No- 
tice he received of the Archbiſhop's Prorogation of the 
whole Synod in-a Schedule ſent down, to be by him in- 
timated as the Archbiſhop's Inſtrument 1n that particular. 
And itis much more natural to ſuppoſe, That this 
Intimation from the Archbiſhop being given immediateln 
by the Prolocutor, led the Actuary to expreſs it as if 
done by his Authority; than that theſe few Inſtances are 


an Argament of a ſeparate Power of Proroguing in the 


Yrolocutor or Lower Houle ; contrary to the cuſtom of 
Anode in general, and the Ulage (in all other inſtances 
unconteſteq ) of Engliſh Convocations in particular. But 
that ſuch Prcxogations were reall made by notice and 
direttion from tie Archbiſhop, is beyond diſpute; be- 
cauſe the Schedules of Prorogation and the contempora- 
1 y Regiſters of the Upper Howe, aſſure us, That the Pre- 
ident prorogued the Coiryocation ſrom and to the ſelf 
tame days and hours, to which the Journal of the Lower 


Houſe ſays the Prolocutor; under that Stile, Contime: 
ed the Lower Clergy, And this I offer as a Teſtimony 
beyond diſpute, becauſe no Man will ſay or ſuppoſe that 


the Prolocutor, without the uſual Notice from the Up- 


per Houle, could in ſo many Inſtances fall by chance upon 
the ſame Day and Hour with the Archbiſhop's Proroga- 


tion. In that of 1586. (for inſtance) when both 


Houſes were prorogu d from Dec. 2. to Feb. 17. the Jour- 


nal ſays (as in the other places inſiſted on) that Do- 


minus Prolocutor continuavit hujuſmodi Convocationem quoad 
hanc domum; and yet we muſt either ſuppoſe, that he 


did this upon notice and direction from the Upper Houſe, 


or (which 1s abſurd ) that the Upper Houſe had directi- 


on from the Lower, or (What is no leſs unreaſonable ) 


that the Two Houſes without any correſpondence fell ac- 


cidentally upon the ſame Day and Hour, at the end of 
almoſt Three Months. But the caſe is plain: The Arch- 


biſhop, without all doubt, ſent down the uſual notice of 


the Days and Hours to which he had prorogued the Con- 


vocation ; and this notice being receiv'd, and his Grice's 


Prorogation intimated by the Prolocutor, was in the Jour- 


nal of 1586. reprelented as the ſole Act of the Prolocu- 
tor. As the ſame Journal has remarkably done in other 
caſes ; and particularly in one of theſe very Seſſions that. 


are urg d for the Prolocutor's Power, Se. 10. 1586. 


Dr. Goodman, nomine Prolocutoris, continutvit Convocationem 
quoad hanc domum, & prorogavit locum hujuſmodi uſque 


ad & in ſacelloolim nuncupato B. Mariæ in orientali parte: 


Ecclefie Divi Pauli: When yet the King's Writ of Sum- 
mons veſts the entire Right of appointing the PLACE 


in the Archbiſhop, (In Eccleſia S. Pauli vel alibi prout 


melius expedire videritis; ) and Mo the Writ. f Paproga- 


tion, Cum prorogatione Locoruni prout convenit 5 nor has his 


Exerciſe of this Right been ever queſtion'd or oppos d. 
The Inſtances of 1640. if they were not fully anſwer'd 
by the Concurrence of each, in Day and Hour, with the 


Prorogations of the Upper Houſe, wou'd yet be of 


{mall force or Authority ; as being fetcht, not from Re- 
giſters, but ſome ſhort, confus d, and obſcure Minutes, 
taken for the Aſſiſtance of the Memory in the Subſtance 
only of what paſs d. And therefore they can be no 
rule in points of Form, which were things of courſe, 
and ſo needed not to be particularly ſet down till the 
Actuary came to compoſe and digeſt them into a Regu- 
lar Journal. The ſame objection might alſo be juſtly 
made againſt the two Inſtances of 1677, and 1678. both 
of em taken, not from a Journal, but from Mr Mundy's 
Minutes. But in theſe allo the Concurrence in Day and 
Hour with the Prorogations of the Upper Houſe (as 
they appear from the original Schedules, fign'd by the 
Archbiſhop's Commiſſioner, and ſtill preſerv'd in his 
Regiſter s. Office) is juch a plain Teſtimony that they 
were made by the cuſtomary Notice and direction from 
thence, that other proofs are altogether needleſs. 


From this Concurrence in Day and Hour with the © 


Upper Houle, it- is alſo obſery'd that ſuch Inſtances, for 
that reaſon, are no juſtification of the preſent proceedings 
of the Lower Houſe; who are contending for a power 
to prorogue themſelves, not to the ſame time, but to 
Days and Hours within and bezond the Archbiſhop's Pro- 


rogation: 


rogation: and ſuch, none of thoſe that have been con- 


ider d already, are pretended to be. 


Two more Inſtances of a ſeparate Continuation are al- 
ledg d from the Minutes of the Lower Houſe: and 
theſe alone do fully come up to their Pretenfions and 
Praclices in this point of Prorogation. The firſt ſtands 
thus: May 5.1640. both Houſes fat. The Regiſter of 


the Upper Houſe ſays, The Archbiſhop's Comm iſſioner 


> 


prorogu d the whole Convocation to May 9. and from 
thence by another Act to the 13th. By the Minutes of 


the other Houſe, the Lower Clergy continu'd from May 5. 


to the 8th. and fo to the 13th. The firſt Continuation ſhort 
of the Archbiſhop's Prorogation ; the ſecond, beyond it. 
But if With theſe you compare the Hiſtory of the 
Troubles and Trial of Archbiſhop Leud, p. 79., Dr. Hey- 
lins Life of Archbiſhop Laud, p. 429. and Fuller's Church 
Hiſtory, p. 168, 169. you will be convincd how little 
ſtreſs is to be laid upon Precedents in a time of ſo great 
confuſion as this was. May 5. the Parliament was diſ- 
ſolyd; and 'twas generally ſuppos d the Convoca- 
tion would ve diſſolyd the next day, according to Cuſ- 
tom. But the King, deſirous to have the grant of Six 
Subſidies which the Clergy had begun, conſulted the 
Lord Keeper Finch,and was told, That the Convocation 
might legally continue to fit, notwithſtanding the diſſo- 
Iden f the Parliament. With this his Majeſty acquain- 
ted the Archbiſhop May 6. and commanded him to go 
on with the Convocation. But his Grace finding that 
their Authority of fitting after the Parliament, was que- 
ſtiond by ſeveral of the Members, deſir d his Majeſty 
that his Learned Council might be directed to deliver 
their Judgment upon it; which they. accordingly did, 
That they were ſtill a Convocation. And the firſt Com- 
miſſion being limited to that Seſſion of Parliament, a new 
one bearing date May 12. was iſſud, and brought in 
May 13. when, according to the Jourvals and other 
Hiſtories, the Two Houles were ſetled again, and pro- 
ceeded to Buſineſs : So we proceeded ( ſays the Arch- 
biſhop) according to the power given us under the Broad Seal. 
And Dr. Heylin, Encouraged by the reſolutions of the King's 
Council, and a new Commiſſion, they ſettled to their work 


again on Wedneſday the 13th. And Fuller, Now their 
disjomted Meeting being ſet reg be again, they betook 
nns. 


themſelves to conſult about new Candns 

In the mean while, during theſe doubts whether or no 
they were a Convocation, they frequently came toge- 
ther, tho neither the Regiſter nor Minutes take any notice 
of it. Fuller, who was a Member, ſays, they met May 6. 
Next day after the diſſolution of the Parliament, the Convo- 
cation came together and Dr. Heylin tells us, The Con- 
vocation was adjourn d from Wedneſday (May 6.) till the 
Friday following (May 8.) and then till the next day after 
(Saturday, May 9.) and ſo till Monday, May 11.) On 
all theſe days the Biſhops and Clergy met; not with a 
deſign to Act as a Convocation (for they knew not yet 
whether or no they were a legal Convocation, and were 
ſure that the Old Commiſſion expiring with the Parlia- 
ment, they had no power to proceed in the Buſineſs for 
which his Majeſty continued them ; ) but they came to- 
gether to conſult what was fit aud proper to be done 


at ſuch a difficult juncture. And the confuſion they were 
in, with the uncertainty whether they were a legal Con- 


vocation, is the plain Cauſe why their proceedings, par- 
ticularly the times of meeting and Continuing in that in-- 
terval, are ſo imperfectly ſet down, both in the Journal 


of the Upper Houſe and the Minutes of the Lower. But 


being ſatisfied of the legality of their fitting after the 
Parliament, and their power to proceed in virtue of the. 


New Commiſſion, they then return'd to their uſual Ferms - 


and Methods, as well of Acting as Regiſtring. So that 


afterwards, tho from A 13. to May 29. there were 
ſeveral Seſſions, yet no difference appears as to time in 
the Continuations of the Two Houſes: The Lower Houſe + 
(according to cuſtom ) punctually obſerving the Days 
and Hours to which the whole Convocation was from 
time to time prorogu'd in the Upper. 

And it ſo happens, That their other inſtance of Con- 


tinuation to a different day, was at a time when the af - 
fairs of the Church were in the utmoſt confuſion. The 
Regiſter of the Upper Houſe ſays, That the Convocatio 


or Sacra Synodus was prorogud from Dec. 19. 1640. to 


Fan.13. The ſhort Minutes ofthe Lower Houſe mention 


an Adjournment from Dec. 19. to Dec. 23. and from 
thence to Fan. 13. But tis very obſervable, that on the. 


18th. of December (the day before this Prorogation was 


made) the Archbiſhop was accuſed of High Treaſon, 


and committed t Uther of the Black Rod; in whoſe 


cuſtody he remain d a Priſoner till March the 1/t. and 


was then ſent to the Tower. 


What immediate effect this Perſecution of the Arch- - 


biſhop had then upon the Convocation, we cannot tell: 
but are certain from Heylin's Hiſtory of his Life, p. 430. 
that after a former aſſault made upon Lamberh-houſe in 


Aay, the Rabble reſoly'd to turn their fury on the Con- 
vocation -; and a guard of the train d Bands of the Coun- - 


ty of Middleſex was ſet about them by his Majeſty's Or- 


der. And it cannot be dovbted, but at this time alſo + 


the Archbithop's Impeachment and the ſtorm hanging 
over. the Church, put the Clergy into great Confuſion, 


and made their proceedings very uncertain. . This of 


December 23. does not look like an uſual or ordinary 
Meeting, being but two days before Chriſtmas ; againſt 
the Convocation's uſual regard to the great Feſtivals, 
in their Continuations ſome time before and after them; 
as this from Dec. 19. to Fan, 13. was without doubt 
intended. And tho it was extraordinary, as to the 
time, yet it does not appear that any Convocation- buſineſo 


was done that day; and therefore their coming toge- — 
ther ſeems rather to have been for mutual conſultation 


about ſome ſudden difficulty, which might require the 
advice of the Clergy. | 

The Upper-Houle (for ought we know) might meet 
and conſult at the ſame time, contrary to their Proro- 
gation to Fan. 13. for the Regiſter thereof ( to that 


time very exact and particular) breaks off abruptly, 
upon the Archbiſhop's Continement. .. 


The Minutes indeed ſay, That the Lower-Houſe did 
upon the 19. Continue to the 23d. But this is no cer- 


tain Argument, that on the 19th. they either foreſaw 


or really appointed the Meeting of the 23d. becauſe tis 
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very evident that theſe confus'd Minutes of the two 


Convocations of 1640. were not all taken at the times 


when the Convocation was fitting and the Continua- 
tions made; and ſo this of Dec, 19. being probably 
enterꝰd after their unexpected meeting on the 23.might 
make him fix the former Continuation to that Day, 


though it were really to Far, 13. according to their 
conſtant Concurrence with the Upper Houſe, 


From the gth of December to Fan, 17. the Minutes 


mention five Seſſions (theſe of Dec. 19 and 23 being 
two) without any Buſmeſs done, ſave only Continua- 


tions: Which ſeem to have been all epter'd at the 


ſame time, being all written with the ſame Ink, and 


that of a Colour much different from the reft both 


before and after it. And that the Writer of theſe 


Minutes did not always take them on the reſpeQive 
Days in which the Bulineſs was tranſacted, is evident 
from his joining the ACTS of ſeveral Seſſions in 
the ſame Paragraph, and continuing them in the ſame 
Line, without ſo much as a Break at the end of the 
arft Day, or a Capital at the beginning of the ſecond, 


or any more diftance than is ordinarily between the 


Words in a continued Sentence. So jt is in the Acts 
of May 13, and May 15—© poſtea Seſſio fuit Prorogata 
ſq. in diem veneris prox, 15 Maii, quo Die—— So again 


in the Continuation from Nov. 28. to Dec. 2— con- 


einuavit ulteriorem Prorogationem uſque ad © in diem Merc, 
prox. ſecundo die menſis Decembris 1640. © tunc comparu- 


erunt, &c. So allo the Bulineſs of May 16, and May 


18, is continued in the ſame Line, 

The confuſion of Dates is a farther Argument that 
he enter'd ſeveral things upon Memory. In the Acts 
of Nov. 11. he ſays, they then appointed certain Per- 
ſons to Preach on the Faſt Day, Die (then he had 
written Jovis, but croſs'd out that, and writes over 
it) Martis, prox 17. Nov. Which was right; for Tueſ- 
day was the Faſt-Day, and the 17th. of the Month. 
But when he comes to the Buſineſs of the Faſt-Day, 
there he makes Tueſday to be the 16th Die Martis 
decimo ſexto Die menſis præd and before that, he 
makes Wedneſday (which was the 18th.) to be the 17th 
of November— Die Mercurii decimo ſeptimo — Not 
to mention his Errours and Confuſion in counting 
the Seſſions, and his entire Omiſhon of ſeveral of 
them, 

I only wiih, you had an Opportunity to ſee theſe 
fort Minutes; for I am ſure you'd wonder upon what 
ſecret ground ſuch a poor confus'd Scribble, ſcarcely 
legible, and atteſted by no Body, has been rais'd of 
late to the reputation of a Record. | 

The form of this Continuation from Dec. 23 1s alfo 
fingniars ſub proteſtatione de revocando actum prædictum, 
eaſu quo neceſſe fuerit interim; a Form, not to be met 
with in any other Continuation of the Lower Heuſe ; 
and an Argument that as the Convocation had once 
already anticipated that Prorogation to Far. 13. ſo 
they ſtill foreſaw ſome Difficulties, probably in the 
Condition of the Archbiſhop himſelf, that might 
require their Advice, before the expiration of the 


zune to which they Continued, 


(6) 


Upon theſe two Inftances (as 1 apprehend) the 
preſent Lower Houſe of Convocation have undertaken 
ſeveral times,to Continue themſelves to different Days 
from the Archbiſhop's Prorogation. Which In- 
ſtances, though they were leſs exceprionable, would 
be far from juſtifying ſuch an Innovation, againſt a 


current and perpetual Practice to the contrary ; but, 


under the Circumſtances you here ſee them, will tempt 
impartial Men to think it a very weak Cauſe, that 
is forc'd, for its chief ſupp3rt, ro have recourſe to 
Evidences ſo dark and exceptionable, and to Times of 
ſuch confuſion and difficulty, 2. 


/ th I len Mito right of p> 2.2.2 fl . F 


begun by the Appointment of a Committee in the 
Lower Houſe to inſpect the Journals, and Report to 
the Houſe what they found upon that Head, Which 
Report being very ſhort, and conſiſting of hare Refe- 
rences to the Journals, was confirm'd by the Houſe, 


and delivered in Writing to the Archbiſhop and Bi- 


ſhops, as a Juftification of their Claim to ſeparate 


Continuations. Their Lordſhips took the Report 


into conſideration ; and return'd in Wri:ing a diſtin 
anſwer to every Particular. This the Lower Houſe 


having read, voted unſatisfactory; and acquainting 


the Upper Houſe that they did not find, in that An- 


ſwer, ſufficient reaſon to recede from their Report, 


deſird a FREE CONFERENCE «ith their 
Lordſhips upon the Subject Matter in debate. This 


Motion was ſeveral times renew'd, and as often rejected 


by the Archbiſhop and Biſhops , who inſiſted upon 


a reply in Writing, to the written Anſwer they had ſent 


down, 

To juſtifie the Denial of a Free Conference, tis ob- 
ſerved, That to ſuch Conferences the Lower Clergy 
were always Cal”d by the Upper-Houle; and that 
there is no Inftance of their Asking one. That the 


Archbiſhop and Biſhops have a right to direQ, in what 


form and manner the Lower Clergy ſhall ſignify their 
Opinions, and the Reſult of their Debates: That there- 


fore their Lordſhips have Reaſon to Complain of this 


Refuſal to reply in writing, when ſo often inſiſted on by 


them, as a breach of Duty without precedent : That in 


Controverſies of thisNature(which depend wholly upon 


Quotations, and require a ſtrict Compariſon of Re - 


giſters one with another) Truth is not ſo like to be 
diſcovered, nor a right underftanding attain'd, by a 
hafty Conterence, as by Writing ; eſpecially from E- 
vidences ſo confuſed and imperfect, as our Records 
of Convocation are: That the two Inſtances of 1640. 
with the manner of clearing and reſolving them, ſhow 


the neceſſity of having recourſe to Contemporary Hiſ- 


tories and Records, to ſupply the want and imper- 
fections of our Convocation Regiſters; That the De- 
bate having been begun in writing by the Lower: Clergy 
themſelves, it cannot be conceiv'd why they ſhould 
now deſire to turn it into a Verbal Conference, had they 


any thing to offer, in return to the Anſwer fromtheir 


Lordſhips, that would bear ſuch a deliberate and Par- 
ticular Examination, | 


BUT 
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BU T I perceive, that which has made the deepeſt 
impreſſion upon you againſt the preſent Proceedings 
of the Upper-Houſe, is, their Refuſal to joyn the 
Lower Clergy in the Cenſure of Books againſt the Chriſt - 
ian Religion; which you fear will be every where repre- 
ſented as a want of Zeal or Conrige in the Preſent Pre- 


| lates of our Church. 


It has been of late an artificial Way, to traduce the 
Governours of the Church as the Berrayers of it, for 
refuſing to purſue Meaſures nor clearly warranted 


by Law, and which being raſhly executed, and after- 


wards found illegal, might endanger the Eccleſiaſtical 


Conftitution and the whole body of the Clergy. That 


therefore they will in this cale be repreſented under 
the ſame Colour, I am as much perſwaded as you can 
be. But what ground there is for ſuch a Repreſenta- 
tion, you will be better able to judge, when I have 
told you what I take to be the matter of Fact, and ap- 


ply'd to it what Thave ſeen in theRegiſters of Convoca- 


rion. The LowerClergy appointed aCommittee for the 
Examination of Books that have been lately publiſht 
againft the 1 ruth of the Chriſtian Religion: From this 
Committee the firſt Report was made upon Toland's 
Chriſtianity not myſterious 5, about which they had come 
to ſeveral Reſolutions, and the Houſe having agreed 
thereunto, preſented them to the Archbiſhop and Bi- 


ſhops, praying their Concurrence, and advice. 5 
In which Caſe their Lordſhips had juſt cauſe to 
make an immediate Exception againſt the method of 
this proceeding;becauſe they ought not to have come to 


ſuch formal Reſolutions, without previous directions 
from the Upper Houſe to enter upon the Conſideration 
of the Books. This was the method taken by the Lower 


Houſe in 1689. Seſs. 11. The Prolocutor, in the 
name of the Houſe, complain'd ix general to the Pre- 


ſident and Biſhops, that ſeveral Books had heen lately 
printed againſt the Chriftian Religion, c. And they 


would not then attempt to proceed to particular Cen- 


ſures of the Doctrines, without leave and direction 


from their Lordſhips , and a ſecurity firft obtain'd 
againft the penalties of the Statute 25 F. 8. 


The Upper Houſe therefore might very juſtly ob- 
ject, that the Lower Clergy,by entring upon the Con- 
ſideration of a particular Book, appointing a Commit- 


tee to examine it, receiving the Report, and confirm- 


ing the Reſolution of that Committee; and then at 
laſt acquainting their Lordſhips with it, and deſiring 
their Concurrence and Advice, had inverted the pro- 


per Order of Proceedings in ſuch Caſes, and Ended 
where of right they ought to have Begun. 


The Requeſt for their Lordſhip's Advice, had come 
moſt naturally at the beginning, according to the 
Example in 1689. But a Deſire of their Concurrence 
with Reſolutions (ſo ſolemnly fram'd and paſs'd among 
the Inferiour Clergy without the previovs knowledge 
of their Biſhops) is (I fear) the firſt Application of 
the kind that was ever made in an Epiſcopal 
Church. 


But their Lordſhips, not inſiſting upon this, ap- 


pointed a Committee of Biſhops to inſpe& the Repre- 
ſentation made by the Lower Houſe. In their De- 
bates about it, they found ſeveral difficulties; ariſe- 
ing (I ſuppoſe) in part from a Parallel Caſe in 1689, 
wherein the Preſident (the Lord Biſhop of London) with 
the Biſhops , being applyed to by the Lower Houſe, 
advisd both with Common and Civil Lawyers, and 
were told that the Convocation had no Authority to 
proceed in Matters of that Nature. / 

Their Lordſhips finding this recorded at large in 
their own Regiſters, might think it, if not an ablolute 
Rule to themſelves, at icaft a ſufficient Caution a- 
gainſt their endangering the whole Body of the Clergy 
by too haſty a Concurrence with ſuch Reſolutions : 
And therefore they agreed to conſult with Counſel 
Learned in the Laws, concerning the Power of a 
Convocation in this Point; whoſe Opinion was to this 
effect, That they had no Authority to paſs ſuch 


Cenſures. By their Refuſal therefore to join in this 
Cenſure , they expreſs'd the Concern that became 


their Station and Character, for the general ſafety of 
their Clergy; who muſt all have fhar'd in the miſ- 
chievous Effects of their concurring in an Act not 
clearly warranted by Law. After which, they ſuffi- 


ciently reftify'd their concern for Religion, in the 
Meaſures they took for the Proſecution of the Authors 
after a Legal way, and in their Endeavours to prevent 
the future Publication of ſuch Books by preparing a 


Bill to reftrain the Liberties of the Preſs. And who- 
ever, upon this or any other Occaſion, can ſuggeſt the 


want of Zea] or Courage in their Lordſhips, muſt 
have forgot their undaunted Oppoſition to Popery, 


tho* with the hazard of their Lives and Fortunes, 


Y OU ſay, it is repreſented as a hardſhip upon the 
Lower Clergy, and an unreaſonable interruption to the 
Proceedings of their Houſe, that the Archbiſhop and 


Biſhops ſhould ſo peremptorily inſiſt upon the coming- 


up of the Trolocutor, to receive their Lordſhips directi- 
ons to the Lower Houſe, and to deliver ſuch meſſages 
as the Inferior Clergy have Occaſion to ſend : Be- 
cauſe all the while the Prolocutor is ſo employ'd, 
the Debates and Proceedings of the Lower Houſe 
are at a ſtand, | 

The matter of Fact, I believe, is true; that their 
Lordſhips do abſolutely infift upon having all Directi- 
ons received, and Meſſages ſent, by the Prolocutor, if 
preſent in the Houſe : Which is no greater hardſhip 


or interruption at preſent, than it has always been 
ſince the firſt Efrabliſhment of an Engliſh Convocation $ 
And being one mark of the Subordination in which 


the Inferiour Clergy are bound to Act with regard to 
the Archbiſhop and Biſhops 3 *tis the more neceſſary 
to be maintain'd, at a time when certain of the Lower 
Clergy are making ſome other ſteps towards an Inde- 
pendency , and drawing a Parallel in Privileges and 
Proceedings, between the Houſe of Commons, and the 
Lower Houſe of Convocation, — 

For ought I can find, or hear, it does not appear, 
that when the Prolocutor was preſent, es were 
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From this plain account of the preſent unhappy. diffe- 
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ergy thereof, whoſe Liber. 
bh ſo conſtituted; are beſt 


LANE, 


the Prolocutor : whoſe Original Inſtitution was indeed xences in Convocation, you ſee how dangerous it is to 
take Opinions from Popular Rumours, and how. unjuſt» - 
ly the proceedings of the Upper Houſe have been re- 
Preſented in the Country. It is my requeſt, t 
yon remain unſatisfi d in any particular, or 
jections rais d by others to whom you may ha 
to communicate this Letter, you will pleaſe 


In fo narrow a compaſs Icould not cite many Autho- 
rities, but do aſſure you it was not for want of them, 
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